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PRIVATIZED VIOLENCE: THE ESSENCE AND TYPES
OF ITS IMPLEMENTATION IN MODERN WORLD

The social nature ofviolence and itsforms, peculiarities o fmanifestation and realiza-
tion are considered in the article. The conceptof«privatized violence» was conceptualized
in the context oftheoretical and general cultural studies ofviolence, which made itpos-
sible to distinguish itfrom the general conceptual term «social violence» and to define it
as an objectivefactor ofsocial development, as well as to organize it on various grounds.
The reasonsfor the occurrence ofprivatized violence and thefactors that cause it to in-
tensify in the current context. On the basis ofthe historical experience analysis and mod-
ernpractice, the contentand specifics o fthe privatized violence manifestation, mechanisms
andfactors ofits implementation in the modern world are investigated. Particular attention
ispaid to the impact o fglobalization processes on violence, the establishmentand strength-
ening ofits indirect, privatizedforms. The manifestations ofviolence and aggression state
the importance ofbiological andpsychological qualities, but the determiningfactor is the
socialfactor. Thepeculiarity ofdifferent approaches to theproblem ofprivatized violence
is the searchfor tools, a certain theoretical model that will exclude or regulate the mani-
festations ofthis social phenomenon at all levels o fhuman practices. Analysis ofthe an-
thropological determinants o fhuman aggressiveness shows that centuries o fsocio-genesis,
apersons internal ability to contain his tendency to violence and aggression, is easily
overcome by the influence ofexternalfactors, such as ideology. In addition, the sphere of
human corporeality is now increasingly regulated through medicine, psychology, genetics,
educational and manipulative technologies. | fpolitical violence is institutionalized, incor-
porated into the mechanism o faction ofsocietys values, embedded in the social structure
by various methods, and transformed into an instrument o fsocial order organization,
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primarily through coercion, stimulation and persuasion, then hidden violence, on the
contrary, stimulates the increase ofuncertainty and chaotic life o feveryday life.

The anthropological component o fprivatized violence turns it into a phenomenon of
social consciousness, which is an essentialfactor determining the process ofcultural and
historical society development. Thefunction ofpunishment exercised by the subjects of
privatized violence to establish «socialjustice» is the modern equivalent o fthe institute of
vengeance, which is based on a specific irrational understanding ofpeoplesperceptions
ofdamages through revenge. The peculiarities ofthe political culture oftransformational
Ukrainian society are revealed, which influence the intensification ofsocio-political ten-
sions and motivationforprivatizedforms ofviolence. Social groups that resort toprivatized
violence and models of communicative behavior and management styles in conflict and
post-conflict situations are considered. The conclusion is made about the social condition-
ality ofprivatized violence and thefeasibility o fforming a culture o fnonviolence, tolerance
and consent in the current context.

Keywords: violence, non-violence, phenomenology ofviolence, social violence, priva-
tized violence, fairer violence, society, social order.

Formulation oftheproblem. Violence is an integral part of social life through-
out human history. Despite its changing forms and instrumental purpose (such as
expression of an aggressive nature, means of survival and profit, seizure of terri-
tory or scarce resources, affirmation of “race purity”, etc.), there has been no his-
torical period devoid of violence. Western researchers D. North, J. J. Wallis, and
B. R. Weingast attempted to conceptually interpret world history with a view to
addressing the problem of violence in human societies through the introduction of
different social orders, different belief systems, type of organizations, political and
economic institutions. In their view, it is precisely how societies respond to the
ever-present threat of violence that defines and structures forms of human interac-
tion, including types of political and economic systems [1]. The legitimacy ofthe
right of individuals or social groups to encroach on the health, freedom and other
values of human life at all times has been extremely costly to humanity. However,
today, in the age of rapid development of science, technology and technology, its
price is extremely increasing, it can be exceptionally widespread in its destructive
effects. Therefore, the problems of the impact of globalization processes on vio-
lence, in particular, the strengthening of indirect, privatized forms of it, are being
actualized.

Analysis ofrecent research and publications. The problem of violence has
always occupied an important place among the theoretical problems of scientific
discourse. In contemporary scientific literature, the problem ofviolence is explored
both in the subject field of political science (G. Agamben, F. von Hayek, K. Schle-
gel, A. Dmitriev, I. Zalysin, S. Kuzin), and in relation to the philosophical (J. Der-
rida, S. Zizek, M. Staudigl), psychological (F. Fanon), ethical (L. Svendsen), mass
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media (H. M. Enzensberger), cultural (W. Sofsky) and other scientific intelligence
[2-18]. Researchers have analyzed structural violence in the context of social jus-
tice; justification of the state monopoly on violence and the use of specific means
of social change; identification of various forms of violence with emphasis on the
problem of the individual; comprehending the scale of violence [6, p. 24-26; 19].

Various conceptual interpretations of the problem of violence in the political
aspect are found in the works of Ukrainian scholars V. Bebyk, D. Boyko, C. Ho-
lovaty, Ye. Holovakha, V. Horbatenko, M. Mykhalchenko, V. Kravchenko, V. Kre-
men, V. Ostroukhov, O. Panfilov, O. Poltorakov, O. Rudakevich, F. Rudych,
V. Slyusar, V. Tkachenko, M. Trebin, V. Tselyuk, M. Shulga and others. [20-26].
At the same time, the problem ofviolence, primarily privatized, remains one ofthe
most debatable, as the scientific approaches to addressing it differ significantly from
one another. Thus, the scientific conceptualisation of this problem, which is con-
nected with political analysis of the essence of violence in general, and privatized
in particular, the content and types of its manifestation in the modern world, is
actualized. Particularly in our time, the dismemberment, spread and outright simu-
lation of man and the apocalyptic sentiment and all-pervasive cynicism-nihilism
parasitizing on this media, the reverse side of which terror and terrorism both on
the moral individual and political levels of the interstate stand. In addition, in do-
mestic political science, studies ofthe problem of privatized violence are fragmen-
tary, unsystematic. An analysis ofwork on issues ofviolence convinces us that this
topic is vital for the future development and existence of humanity.

Thepurpose ofthe article is to investigate the causes of increased privatization
of forms of violence, mechanism and factors of its implementation in the modern
world.

Presenting main material. All societies, regardless of the principles of their
organization, face the need to address the problem of the use of violence by indi-
viduals in the form of physical acts or threats to take such actions. Through violence,
people and communities compete with one another for access to scarce resources
or status. And people’s actions are often of a «negative», destructive and destruc-
tive nature associated with violence and coercion; they are aimed, if not at the
destruction, at the elimination of the enemy, to achieve a «victory» over him.
Moreover, humanity cannot exist without resorting to violence against violence.
The society generates and broadcasts a diverse background ofideas, some ofwhich
may be in demand in times of crisis in society. The most marginal concepts are
channeled into dominant discourses when the deconstruction of traditional institu-
tions occurs. The legitimation ofviolence is a mechanism of survival and protection
that is realized by the collective unconscious. Almost the main sign of violent ac-
tions is a conscious violation ofgenerally accepted norms, rules, agreements, which
destroys established forms of communication, creates chaos. However, chaos is
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often interpreted as a transition to a «<new» order. Violence can be carried out by
the state and its bodies, by terrorist organizations or by individual groups and in-
dividuals using physical, political, economic, psychological, legal and other means.

Historical experience shows that violence, which in a number of cases can be
justified (resistance to the aggressor, oppressors, etc.), in the end, always has a
destructive nature, rejects society backwards, contributes to the demoralization and
growth of the manifestation of the negative aspects of human nature. Widespread
violent actions in today’s society, with its technological and technical systems and
capabilities, are particularly dangerous. It is only natural that society moves on to
other technologies of social change on the basis of equality ofthe parties (of course,
recognizing fundamental human rights), dialogue, compromise, solidarity, cul-
tural and moral blocking of destructive tendencies of the person by means of inter-
nal, spiritual transformations, acceptance of personal own responsibility for evil.
In doing so, one should see the particular danger of indirect psychological violence,
which is expressed in the form of myths, distorted information, and manipulation
of human consciousness.

Since ancient times, humanist thinkers have justified the right of the people to
violence in cases ofjust wars, to fight tyranny. In accordance with these ideas, the
constitutions of democratic states recognize the legal and moral right ofthe people
to use force and fight against those who are trying to forcibly eliminate the demo-
cratic order. It should be noted that the understanding that violence produces only
violence led to the formation in the 1920s of the ethics and practice of nonviolent
struggle for a fairer society (L. Tolstoy, M. Gandhi, M. L. King) [27, p. 439].

Consequently, no society has been able to completely eliminate violence from
people’s lives, most of all - it has only been restrained or limited and directed. The
instrument of such restraint, restriction and direction of disorderly violence is often
organized violence by the state. Most of all, the violence was restrained or limited
and directed. It is about using societies to control the political, economic, military,
religious and educational activities of people and organizations with a view to
mastering, limiting, deterring and consolidating violence. Actually, such models
of social organization, in which relations between people and organizations, their
access to scarce resources and means of violence, are structured and restricted by
social institutions, are defined by D. North, J. J. Wallis, and B. R. Weingast as
social orders [1]. The state uses the instrument ofviolence for the purpose of keep-
ing within the social order and law the struggle of social groups or certain eco-
nomic interests. In modern societies, violence is transformed into an instrument of
social order organization, becoming a reliable and legitimate means of integrating
and constructing power, population and territory.

It should be noted that at the turn of the XX and XXI centuries the institu-
tional model of the evolution of the social order of D. North drew the attention of
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Ukrainian social scientists. He developed the problem of social order as a problem
of cooperation, which is solved by the institutions - the rules ofthe game in society
or by human-made constraints that direct human interaction [28]. From this point
of view, institutions structure the incentives of the subjects in the process of their
economic, political and social interaction, directing human behavior in the direction
desired for the social community. As aresult, the uncertainty and chaos of everyday
life decreases. Therefore, regulating the behavior of people in society by the crite-
ria of proper and improper compliance with social regulations is accompanied by
the use of both explicit and covert violence. Therefore, violence is a kind of insti-
tutionalization of social relations, whereby individuals or groups of people, through
various means of external coercion and manipulation, subordinate themselves to
the consciousness, will, ability, property and freedom of others.

One of the aspects of promoting new rationality as an attribute of violence in
the age of globalization is its privatization and commercialization. The concepts of
«violence privatization» and «privatized violence» were widely used in the late
1990s in historical and political studies ofterrorism, civil wars in Africa, drug traf-
ficking in Latin America, and the most thorough theoretical understanding of the
understanding of E. Eppler. It should be noted that the above concepts were, in
Eppler’s, primarily political and are ideologically left-wing. He defined privatized
violence as a blending, on the one hand, of the fundamentalist fanaticism of the
most egregious criminality, on the other. Therefore, it depends on the growth of
inequality both within society and between societies [29, p. 12].

Privatized violence opposes the state, replaces it, denies the state monopoly on
violence. The subject of private military formations, local armed formations of
civil self-defense during the Civil War began to be addressed in the late 1990s. In
particular, L. Martinez ofthe Civil War in Algeria: 1990-1998 described the emer-
gence of armed forces in Algeria on different principles: regionally (as an armed
wing of political parties), relative to the authorities (created to support the work of
law enforcement), based on private interest (private armies) [30, p. 235]. It should
be noted that the lack of permanent and sufficient consolidated political and legal
control over the armed forces and technologies of destruction and violence, the
existence of permanent organizations, independent of either the state or individuals,
often leads to self-destruction and degradation of society. On the other hand, the
declared instrument of the «right of nations to self-determination» was a legal in-
strument during the civil wars, on the basis of decolonization processes, despite the
fact that its practical and political realization is, as a rule, against the background
of a sharp and fundamental weakening of the state-political and social- political
institutions in the former colonies [28, p. 131].

In general, it is possible to distinguish such groups that can own and execute
privatized violence: private firms and organizations providing security, protection
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and security services, including «private armies«; organized crime groups that
commit violence for profit; terrorists; militarized formations and protest groups that
resort to violence in order to «declare themselves» or publicize their ideas, obstruct
certain actions of the authorities [31, p. 46]. The classic context in which private
agents ofviolence (or actors) can begin their ascent is the combination of political,
economic, social and cultural prerequisites such as the functioning of a low-diver-
sification dependent economy on primary commodity exports, social modernization
without social development, and no conflict between traditions and the current
norms, and the growing fear of identity loss, the considerable weakness ofthe state
in fulfilling its essential functions, or, conversely, its repressiveness th to resolve
the forms of disagreement that are void of violence [32, p. 29].

German researcher W. Ruf has identified the main tendencies of the state los-
ing its monopoly on the use ofviolence and, accordingly, the privatization ofvio-
lence. First, weak control of certain territories; second, decisive forms of citizens’
security are expressed primarily in the rebellion against the central government
and financed through the control of resource-rich territories and corresponding
contracts with multinational corporations; new models of legitimacy are formed
by inclusion / exclusion (the division of resources is through a system of «one’s
own - alien», especially if it is carried out on ethnic grounds; the main role is
played by armies, because they have a functional hierarchical structure, recruiting
young people to military groups and recruiting the method seeks to get rid of its
poor position [33, p. 17].

Therefore, the privatization of violence is a factor in social mobility and social
transformation. This allows one to speak ofthe privatization ofviolence as a com-
plex structured social process: as a form of social self-organization in the face of
weakening state power, as an instrument of struggle between different social groups
and communities, as a means of material and economic enrichment. The statement
of this reality allows us to consider privatized violence as an independent concept
having a specific scope and content. It can be defined as a form of coercion by one
group of people (one individual) against another group (individual) in order to
obtain or maintain certain benefits and privileges, gain political, economic and any
other domination. Forms of violence are divided into economic, social, political,
ideological, physical and other [34, p. 135]. Integrative signs of violence in this
context are active material and practical interaction, excellent social actors, com-
plications in meeting their needs, realization of interests and goals.

Coercive means used by the state are mostly legitimate and implemented
within the framework of the legislation in force in the country. Opposition forces
often resort to privatized violence to gain power. Such actions by the opposition
are illegal, although when the goal is achieved, the subject and the object of violence
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change places. The actions ofthe new ruling elite are declared legal and legitimate,
while the previous one is outlawed.

Globalization is also accompanied by the systematic differentiation of the
society, the source of which is economic and cultural integration, actualized by
modern migration processes, the loss of control over the state border and territories
by the state. This is accompanied by the impossibility of the government institu-
tions to apply traditional methods of discipline-based control, and the state actu-
ally loses its monopoly on violence. There are objective attempts to concentrate
resources to prevent these processes. It is a tendency to use a legal system that
should regulate all social and personal relationships as necessary. However, it is
precisely because of the intensification of differentiation processes that laws,
regulations, orders and other regulations are either incapable of fully fulfilling a
regulatory function, or because of their redundancy have a formal or even a for-
malized meaning.

Observations show that the manifestations of violence are conditioned by the
willingness ofthe parties to the conflict to violence, their verbal confrontation. Such
readiness is formed through the mediation of identification on the principle of
«We - They», «Ours - Strangers». This serves as a basis for ethnic, religious, and
political violence. Later, in the process of direct confrontation between the conflict-
ing parties, the instigation of low instincts, namely fear, intimidation, self-preser-
vation, and revenge, are the motivating motives of privatized violence.

One ofthe forms of privatized violence under such conditions is corporate vio-
lence, formed on the basis ofthe traditions, rules and regulations ofthe functioning
of corporations, enterprises, labor collectives, which supplement the legal regulation
ofrelations and, even, partially replace them. Employees knowingly execute certain
orders and orders for fear of condemnation for violating corporate ethics. The
component of corporate violence is privatized corporate security, which is to del-
egate the basic functions of employee safety, financial management, material re-
source conservation, and, especially in recent years, information security to corpo-
rations themselves. This is accompanied by a significant increase in the number of
security and safety specialists, technological and technical equipment of their ac-
tivities, gaining the right to use force to exercise their powers.

In today’s societies, which are characterized by deep structural differentiation,
the duration of the impact of «rational» violence is reduced, they are characterized
by a tendency for permanent social transformations, which are expressed in out-
breaks or mass irrational riots, protests, mass or single ones. The latter are expressed
in the form of mass shootings or collective suicides. The state is not able to guar-
antee the safety of citizens in its totality. The privatization of violence involves the
possibility for certain individuals or groups to commit state violence in certain
territories or in certain groups on a private or quasi-private basis. In such circum-
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stances, paramilitary formations appear that perform the function of order control
but are not funded by the state but by individuals or groups of persons to whom
they are subordinate. They may have legitimate status, but they rarely acquire le-
gitimacy. The form of privatized violence is also terrorism, which manifests itself
both on the national borders of states and on the geopolitical space

The already mentioned H. Wulf identifies two trends in the privatization of
violence by engaging in struggles between different groups and communities dur-
ing the period of social transformation of private paramilitary groups. The first is
the privatization of «bottom-up» violence, in which agents of social change (unor-
ganized armed forces) create a situation of insidious insecurity, act as a cause of
chaotic, lawless situations, or even destroy state institutions, effectively taking
responsibility for the loss of state monopoly [35, p. 36]. As U. Beck points out,
such privatized violence confronts the authorities so much that even if the latter is
based on strong consensus, it can easily be provoked by the provocation of small
groups of determined-minded abusers (suicide bombers), and by the first subjects
for whom world conflicts cultures offer thousands of reasons for putting the high-
tech world in the face of its own irreparable vulnerability [36, p. 106].

The second is «top-downy, in which the privatization ofviolence is carried out
by the authorities through outsourcing of traditional military and state functions to
private companies [28, p. 36]. In the second case, two options for outsourcing can
be distinguished: delegation of authority to either foreign (usually international)
companies or domestic companies [35, p. 36]. The first option involves external
interference in social transformation processes. This political decision is motivated
by internal social factors. It allows a power that does not have sufficient military
power to convert some of its own funds quickly enough without involving na-
tional armed forces. At the same time, in their activity, these companies do not
respect the rights of civil rights and international humanitarian law, they use any
forceful methods to protect their interests [37, p. 141].

The increase in demand for private military services is attributed to the massive
demobilization of highly qualified military personnel from many countries as a
result ofthe end of the Cold War. Their inability to adapt to new social conditions
could threaten the social stability of a demilitarized society [37, p. 141]. The alter-
native, in the form ofinvolving them in the activities of militaristic or paramilitary
organizations, has, in fact, shaped the market for violence, both on a societal and
international scale.

The second option reflects the dialectic of the struggle of the parties to social
conflict and is a way to prevent «mythical» violence. During the period of ap-
proval of «mythical» violence in order to preserve the dominant «rational» power
can involve sports and militaristic organizations. The said privatization ofviolence
is intended, in our opinion, to give them the functions of direct physical violence,
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since such actions by the authorities cause the rise of mass protests and the un-
populated domination of «mythical» bloody violence. Therefore, the activity of
state power is ambivalent. On the one hand, it loses its monopoly on the use of
violence, delegating some of its powers to these organizations, and on the other, it
supports the resources of violence against protesters.

This trend actualizes the problem of changing the security strategy at the na-
tional and international levels. According to a domestic researcher on the problem
of privatization ofviolence, O. Poltorakov, transnational business (institutionalized
MNCs and MNBs) essentially privatizes national states, the importance ofthe geo-
economic component of international security increases, the essential characteris-
tics of the «arms market», which gradually turns into a state-centric, transformed
(decentralized). The state has begun to perceive the private sector as a full-fledged
equal partner in the field of national and state security, essential updating of citizens’
needs for security services, which the state is unable to satisfy [38, p. 307-308].

It cannot be stated unequivocally that the partial transfer of powers to commit
violence is temporary and is a one-off action aimed solely at reducing the level of
aggression in society. Due to the destruction of classical mechanisms of control by
the authorities over the practice ofthe exercise of legitimate violence, the state itself
loses the possibility of sole control over the regulation ofvarious types ofviolence,
which leads to a blurring ofthe principles of responsibility for the actions of private
actors ofviolence [39, p. 84]. A number of scholars, in particular G. Elwert, E. Ep-
pler, D. Keen and S. Chojnacki, speak ofthe emergence of markets for violence as
a social phenomenon. Such markets emerge as a result of the defect of state mo-
nopoly on the use of violence and in the presence of spaces open to violence, that
is, social spaces in which violence is regulated not by traditional contexts or other
mechanisms of organization and ordering, but by the ownership of goods and ser-
vices is not voluntarily exchanged but appropriated forcibly [40, p. 201].

Existing turnover in the economic system of society is complemented by avio-
lent method of obtaining goods. These processes tend to be long-lasting and are
accompanied by the expansion of the space of violence, the replacement of the
established principle of social relations by all other principles, and thus the loss of
relevance of the factors that have led to social transformations. In the face of a
prolonged lack of resources for the nationalization of violence in the government,
that is, the return of a monopoly on violence, these organizations seek to legalize
their right to privatized violence, formalize and even institutionalize.

Long-term economic development requires political stability, peace can only
be achieved in the face of economic progress and prosperity. External shocks, such
as sudden spikes in food prices, can cause tension and widespread protest within
communities - especially those without adequate social protection networks - and
even lead to conflict and even outright violence. In addition, widespread or increas-
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ing unemployment is undermining the world, encouraging the spread of criminal
networks, gangs, and rebel groups. Sociological studies show that young people
from countries affected by conflict call unemployment and idleness the most com-
pelling reasons for joining such organizations. Against this background, govern-
ments need to step up their efforts to promote job creation and employment op-
portunities, including in finding ways to fund appropriate policies and programs.
It is not by chance that the subjects of violence often appeal to justice, human
values, even ideals. Thus, data from sociological studies on the identification ofthe
level of tolerance of young people to deviations in society testify to the tolerant
attitude of representatives ofthis age category to those deviant groups that can ex-
ist autonomously (alcoholics, vagrants, etc.), and readiness to reverse violence at
immediate threat (bullies, bullying among students, etc.).

Particularly acute, the problem ofviolence, including privatization, has arisen
in modern Ukrainian society. From this point of view, the dramatic self-determi-
nation of Ukrainian society with the priority vector of geopolitical integration, the
signing and attempts to implement the Association Agreement with the European
Union have resulted in fierce and violent resistance of certain political forces both
domestically and externally, threatening socially. Democratization, privatization
and market transformation, and today land reform, unemployment and mass im-
poverishment of the overwhelming majority of Ukrainians have generated claims
by individuals and entire groups for special status, power and resources, in the
course of which opponents neutralize, injure or eliminate their rivals. Socio-eco-
nomic relations, at one of the poles of which there was an oligarchic state and at
the other, a helpless atomized society, could not remain stable by definition. After
all, post-Soviet society possessed electoral weapons to defend its interests in op-
position to the oligarchs.

Separately, there is a problem that has arisen in our space recently. This is the
problem of the influence of the creation of artificial identities on the actualization
of the drivers of violent behavior. As the current practice of the Russo-Ukrainian
war attests, aggressive propaganda through violent propaganda of artificial identi-
ties can lead to outbreaks of violent behavior.

Today, there is no social group in Ukraine that identifies its interests with the
state and the people, and the common state (national) interest arises from the set of
private, divided interests of individuals and groups of people. We do not have a
national bourgeoisie. Rather, a modern diaspora of new oligarchs with a correspond-
ing environment emerged around them. The clan-oligarchic capitalism that cur-
rently prevails in Ukraine is perhaps the most inefficient model of economic, po-
litical, and cultural development since the North Korean Juche. Corruption is a
solid one. All this speaks of the actual unmanageable state. For example, we have
seen paramilitary organizations take over the functions of protecting the rights of
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non-law enforcement owners. However, in this case, the matrix fails at least twice.
First, these organizations have assumed the functions of public authorities without
formally delegating their powers to the latter. Second, paramilitary organizations
grossly violate the Constitution of Ukraine because only state bodies have the right
to use force [41, p. 24].

Maintaining the integrity of society, preventing chaos requires the active in-
volvement of relevant social institutions, especially state institutions, which aim to
protect the system, restore it, and prevent conflicts. Unfortunately, in a crisis of
Ukrainian society, virtually no state institute fully fulfills its functions. Each of
them is in its own way deformed, refined, weakened, disorganized. For example,
failure of the functioning of social institutions, their weakening, a significant de-
crease in the effectiveness of their activities. Deformation of the work of state in-
stitutions continues throughout the years ofindependence. Numerous examples can
be cited, when the Parliament and the President opposed virtually all the Presidents,
and the confrontation between law enforcement. This defect has not been eradi-
cated so far. Is this not a testament to the stiff confrontation between the SAP and
NABU in recent years? [41, p. 23-24].

For the sake of objectivity, it should be said that some steps have been taken to
reduce instability and violence in society and the state, and efforts have been made
to strengthen state institutions. However, efforts to restore the vertical of power
(for example, returning to the 1996 Constitution, strengthening the role of the
President’s Institute, forming a majority in parliament through the transition from
faction to faction, influence of the executive branch on the judiciary, etc.) have
become a concern in society.

But more importantly, in our society, the process of becoming legal statehood,
the crystallization of new social strata, the manifestation of their social contours,
and the formation of political identity are very slowly taking place. Therefore, there
is no clear political representation of social groups in power structures, especially
in parliament. It turns out to be a vicious circle: the blurring of the boundaries of
social strata gives rise to a blur of social and political identities, and the blurring
of the self-consciousness of groups gives rise to a loose political structure of a
society consisting of political entities with vague programmatic goals and poorly
expressed values. In the context ofblurred boundaries of public communities, vot-
ing in the elections ofthe President, Parliament, local self-government bodies have
become situational in nature and does not reflect the political structure of society.
Such a situation is known by the famous sociologist M. Shulga as a manifestation
of the failure of the social matrix [41].

Another feature of both parliamentarism and political life in Ukraine was that
in all the years of independence, relations between the authorities and the opposi-
tion were characterized not by political rivalry, not by competitiveness, but by the
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Cold War. Each side fought the opposite for destruction. It is implied that such a
situation was abnormal when in society the idea was asserted that the other party
was not a rival but an enemy, not my compatriot, who wished good to his people,
his homeland, although he saw a way to achieve it differently, his own, but the
exiled saboteur, the bandit, the foreign agent, the «fifth column», which is not a
political competition in the elections, but there is an ice slaughter [41, p. 59-61].

It is now extremely important politically and ideologically to ensure economic
transformation in Ukraine and to prevent a situation where the problem oftransition
to a mixed economy is being sidelined, giving way to ensuring the stability of the
existing status quo and trivial survival. This should be a coherent, energetic and
sufficiently rigorous state policy, much firmer than in the period of normal develop-
ment. It is the consolidation of the statehood of Ukraine that guarantees the need
for economic transformation. In our search for a modern national idea, in the re-
alities ofthe 21st century, Ukraine, in our opinion, must proceed from the fact that
it must form the basic spiritual and material foundations for the construction of
modern Ukrainian institutions of state, law and civil society.

Conclusions. The problem of violence, although it invariably accompanies all
phenomena and processes throughout the history of human civilization, is one of
the most controversial and poorly researched topics in social science. The peculiar-
ity of different approaches to the problem of privatized violence is the search for
tools, a certain theoretical model that will exclude or regulate the manifestations
ofthis social phenomenon at all levels of human practices. Analysis ofthe anthro-
pological determinants of human aggressiveness shows that centuries of socio-
genesis, a person’s internal ability to contain his tendency to violence and aggres-
sion, is easily overcome by the influence of external factors, such as ideology. In
addition, the sphere of human corporeality is now increasingly regulated through
medicine, psychology, genetics, educational and manipulative technologies. If
political violence is institutionalized, incorporated into the mechanism of action of
society’s values, embedded in the social structure by various methods, and trans-
formed into an instrument of social order organization, primarily through coercion,
stimulation and persuasion, then hidden violence, on the contrary, stimulates the
increase of uncertainty and chaotic life of everyday life.

The anthropological component of privatized violence turns it into a phenom-
enon of social consciousness, which is an essential factor determining the process
of cultural and historical development of society. The function of punishment ex-
ercised by the subjects of privatized violence to establish «social justice» is the
modern equivalent of the institute of vengeance, which is based on a specific ir-
rational understanding of people’s perceptions of damages through revenge. The
problem of privatized violence is one of the defining characteristics of the global-
ized world. The formation of new individual, collective, socially organized prin-
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ciples oftolerant existence is becoming an increasingly popular trend in the devel-
opment of modern civilization. An alternative to violent practices should be the
nonviolent path of further human development.
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MPNBATN3OBAHE HACNNNA: CYTHICTb TA BUAW
MNOro 3aIMCHEHHA B CYYACHOMY CBITI

MocTaHoBKa NpobneMu. Hacunns, He3Barkaruu Ha 3miHy Moro hopM Ta iHCTpy-
MEHT aNbHe MPU3HAYEHHS, HEOAMIHHO CYyNpPOBOA>KYE BCi fiBMLLA | NPOLECU YNPOA0BXK
BCI€T icTOpiT N0 ACbKOT UmBinisauii. JleriTumauis npasa oKpeMux noaei abo colianbHuX
rpyn nocsiraTy Ha 340POBH, CBO60OAY Ta iHWI WiHHOCTI NIOACHKOIO >XUTTH BYCi vacu
Haf3BMYaiiHo goporo obxoaunack ntoacTey. OAHak LiHa Hacunnsy f06y CTPIMKOro pos-
BUTKY HayKW, TEXHIKW | TexXHONorii Haa3snyaiiHo 3pocTae. MNpobnema npuBaTU30BAHO-
ro HacWuNNs € OAHIEI0 3 BU3HAYaIbHUX XapaKTepucT UK rnobanizosaHoro ciTy. TUM caMum
aKTyanisyeTbCs HaykoBa KoHLenTyanisauyis uiei npobnemaTuku, nosi3aHoi 3 noniTo-
NOTiYHMM aHani3oM CyTHOCTI Hacwunns 3aranoMm i NpMBaTW30BAHOIO 30KPeMa, 3MICTOM
i BUAaMm ioro nposBy B Cy4acHOMY CBITi.

AHani3 ocTaHHIX gocnig>keHb i nybnikauid. Y HayKoBiii niTepaTypi npobnema
Hacunna AOCNIA>XKYETbLCA AKY npeAMeTHOMY nofi NoNiTUYHOT Haykn (I>K. ArambeH,
®. hoH laek, K. LWnerens, A. AmuTpies, |. 3anucid, C. KysiHa), TakK iy B3aeM03BH3KY
3 hinocotpebkumun (K. Aeppiga, C. Xuxkek, M. LLTaygairn), ncuxonoriyuHumm (d. daHoH),
eTuyHumu (J1. CeeHaceH), mac-megitHumu (I. EHueHc6eprep), KynibTYpPONOriYHUMHU
(B. Cothcbkuil) Ta iHWKUMK HayKOBMMY po3Bigkamu. [ocnigHukamu 6ynm npoaHanisosa-
Hi CTPYKTYPHE HAacuns y KOHTeKCTIi couianbHOT cnpasegnnBoCcTi, BUNpaBAaHHA dep-
>KaBHOTMOHOMONIT Ha HAacUNA Ta BUKOPUCTaHHA KOHKPETHUX 3aC06iB coLiaNbHNX 3MiH,
BUSABNEHHSA Pi3HMX (POPM HacWUANs 3 aKLeHTOM Ha npobnemi iHAMBIAYanbHOro, OCMUCAEH-
HS MaclTabHOCTI Hacunna. PisHOMaHITHI KOHUeNnTYyanbHi iHTepnpeTaLii npobaemu
HacuAna 'y NoaiTONOrYHOMY acnekTi 3ycTpiyaemMoy npausx i BiTUM3HAHUX HAYKOBLiB:
B. bebuka, [l. boiika, C. FonoBaToro, €. Fonosaxu, B. MopbaTeHka, M. MuxanbyeHka,
B. KpaBueHka, B. Kpemehs, B. OcTpoyxosa, O. MaHdinosa, O. MonTopakosa, O. Pyga-
keBuya, &. Pyauua, B. Cniocapsi, B. TkaueHka, M. Tpe6iHa, B. Llenyiika, M. LUynbrn Ta
iH. Y Toil >ke yac npobnema Hacunis, Hacamnepes NpPMBaTU30BAHOIO, 3a/MLLAETbCS
OJIHi€l0 3 HANBINbLL ANCKYCIAHUX | MAano4oCNiA>KEHUXY CyCNiNbCTBO3HABCTBI.

MeTol cCTaTTi € 4OCNIAXKEHHS HA OCHOBI aHani3y icTOPUMYHOro AOCBIAY i cyvyacHoi
NpaKkTWKX coLianbHOT NPUPOAM Ta NPUYMH NOCUNEHHS NPUBATM30BaHKUX DOPM Hacunns,
UMHHMKIB | MEXaHi3MIB 10r0 34iACHEHHS B Cy4acHOMY CBITi.

Bvknapg oOCHOBHOro maTepiany AOCNIAXKEHHS 3 06rpyHTYBaHHAM OTpPUMaHUX
HayKoBMX pe3ynbTaTis. KoHuenTyanizoBaHo NOHATTSA «NpUBATU30BaAHE HACUINA»
Y KOHTEKCTI TeopeTUYHUX i 3araibHOKYNbTYPHUX AOCAILXKEHb HACUNA, LLO [03BOAMNO
BMOKPEMMUTMW MOrO i3 3aranbHOro NOHATIAHOMO pAAy «couianbHe Hacunns» i BU3HAUNTW
AK 06 EKTUBHWA YNHHWK CYCNiNbHOTO PO3BUTKY, a TaKoXK CUcCTemMaTu3yBaTu ioro 3a
pisHUMYK nigcTasamu. KoHCTaToOBaHO, WO Yy NposiBaxX HacuAnsA i arpecii BUSBNAETbCs
3HAYeHHS BIONOTiYHMX | MCMXONOTIYHUX SIKOCTEN, ane BU3HAYANbHUM € COLianbHWiA hak-
Top. AHTpONO/OrivyHa cKnagosa NpMBaTN30BAHOTO HACU/NS MEPETBOPHOE oroy heHo-
MeH CYCMinbHOT CBIJOMOCT I, IKMiA BUCTYNAE iCTOTHUM (haKTOPOM, L0 BU3HAYAE NPOLIEC
KyNbTYPHO-ICTOPNYHOI0 PO3BUTKY CYCNifbCTBa. AKWLO NONITUYHE HACUNA IHCTUTY-
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LioHani3oBaHe, BKNIOYEHE Y MeXaHi3M AiT LiHHOCTeli cycninbcTBa, BOyaoBaHe y couiab-
HY CTPYKTYpPY Pi3HUMU MeToLaMun i TPaHCPOPMYETHLCA B IHCTPYMEHT opraHisauii
CYyCMiNbHOro MOPAAKY Hacamnepes yepes NPUMyC, CTUMYNOBAHHS i NEPEKOHaHHsA, TO
NpuUxoBaHe Hacunns, Haenaku, CTUMYNOE 3pOCTaHHA HEBM3HAYEHOCTI M XaOTUYHOCTI
MOBCAKAEHHOT0 XXNTTH.

OcobnuBy yBary 3BepHEHO Ha BNAWB rno6anisauiiiHux NpoLecis Ha Hacunns, yTBep-
I>KEHHs 1 NOCUNEeHHS Oro HempsMux, NpuBaTM30BaHWX opM. HaBoAATHCA NPUUNHN
BUHWKHEHHS NPWUBATMWU30BAHOIO HACUANS | YAHHWKK, AKi 3yMOBOIOTb MOro NOCUNEHHA
B Cy4acHMX ymoBax. Po3rnafaroThes couianbHi rpynu, SKi BfaloThea [0 NpuBaTM30Ba-
HOFO Hacwnns, Modeni KOMyHiKaTWBHOT NOBeAIHKN i CTWNI ynpaBniHHA B KOH(AIKTHIN
i NOCTKOH(NIKTHIN cuTyauisx. Po3KpuBaloThCs 0COBMBOCTI NONITUYHOT KyIbTYpK
TpaHcthopmaLiiiHOro yKpaiHCbKOro CycninbCTBa, AKi BNAMBAOTb Ha MOCWUNEHHS COLLi-
aNbHO-MONITUYHOT HANPY>KEHOCTi Ta MoTMBaLito WOoA0 NPMBATM30BaHNX (hOPM Ha-
cunns.

BWCHOBKM 3 LbOro JOCAIA>KEHHS A NepcnekTUBU NoAanblinX PO3BiJOK Y LibOMY
HanpsMKy. 3po6/eHo BUCHOBOK MNP0 couiaNbHy 3yMOBAEHICTb NPUBaTM30BaHOI0 HaCW/-
N8 Ta AouinbHiCTb (DOPMYBaHHSA KyNbTYpPW HEHAcUANs, TONepaHTHOCTI i 3roan B cyyac-
HUX ymoBax. MOLWYKKN WNAXiB OpMyBaHHSA HOBWX IHAMBIAYaNbHUX, KONEKTMBHMX, COLi-
aNbHO-OpraHi3oBaHMX NPUHLMMIB TONepaHTHOro iCHyBaHHA cTae gegani binblle 3aTpe-
6yBaHMM HanpPsAMOM PO3BMTKY Cy4acHOI uuBifizauii. ANbTepHaTMBOK HACUIbHULbKNM
npakTUKam Ma€e cTaTu HEHACUIbHULbKUIA LWASX NOA4AbLLION0 PO3BUTKY NHOACTBA.

Knto4oBi cnosa: Hacunns, HeHacunns, DeHOMEHONOTiA Hacunns, couianbHe HeHacW-
N5, NPUBATMW30BaHe HacWS, cnpaBejimBe HacUAISA, CycniNbCTBO, CYCNiNbHUIA NOPSLOK.

Kosnosey Hukonan AgamoBnd, JOKTOp PraocothCcKMx HayK, npodeccop,
npodeccop Kaheapbl GuUaoCOHUN 1N NOAUTONOTNN XKUTOMUPCKOTO
rocygapCTBeHHOro yHuBepcuTeTa UMeHu MsaHa ®paHKo, YKpanmHa

Cntocap Bagum Hukonaesny, JOKTOp (PUNOCOCKMUX HayK, LOLEHT,
npodeccop Kaeapbl uaocopumnm n NOAUTONOTNN XXNTOMUPCKOTO
rocyfapCTBEHHOr0 YHMBEpCUTeTa UMeHN ViBaHa ®paHKo, YKpanHa

MPNBATN3INPOBAHHOE HACUNNE: CYWHOCTb 1 B AbI
EMNO OCYWECTBNEHNA B COBPEMEHHOM MWPE

B cTaTbepaccMOTPEHO COLMANbHYIO NPUPOLY HACUANA 1 ero (POpMbl, 0COBEHHOCT N
NPoABNEeHUs 1 ocyllecTBNeHUs. KoHLenTyann3oBaHo NOHATUE «NpuBaTU3NPOBaHHOE Ha-
cunMe» B KOHTEKCTE TeopeTMUUeCKUX N OBLLEKYNbTYPHbIX UCCNeL0BaHMIA HACUINS, YTO
NO3BOAMNO BbILENNTb €ro 13 06LLero NOHATMWIAHOIO PAfa «CoLManbHOE Hacuae» 1 onpe-
NeNNTb KaK 00beKTUBHbIV hakTop 06LLECTBEHHOIO pasBMTHs, a TaK>Ke cucTemaTw-
3MpOBaTb €ro no pasHbIM OCHOBaHWAM. MPUBOAATCA NPUYUHBI BO3HUKHOBEHWS NPUBAT U-
3MPOBaHHOIO HacWNMA U (aKTOopbl, KOTOpPbIE 06YCNOBAMBAIOT €ro yCUeHNe B COBPEMEH-
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HbIX ycnoBusAX. Ha 0CHOBe aHanM3a UCTOPUYECKOrO OMblTa U COBPEMEHHON NPaKTUKH
nccnefoBaHo cofepXkaHue u crneuuduky npossieHns NpMBaTU3NPOBAHHOIO HacWUNus,
MexaHu3Mbl 1 (DaKTOpbl €ro OCyLecTBEHN B COBPeMEHHOM Mupe. Ocoboe BHUMaHWe
o6palLleHo Ha BusHWe rnobanu3aloHHbIX NPOLECCOB Ha Hacunue, yTBePXKAEHNE NYyCH-
NEHWE ero KOCBEHHbIX, NPUBATU3NPOBaHHbLIX POPM. B NpOABNEHUSAX HACUMA W arpeccun
KOHCTaTUpyeTCs 3HaueHne GUONOrMYECKUX 1 MCUXONOTMYECKMX KaueCcTB, HO onpegens-
OLLMM NPU3HAE T CA coLmanbHbIi hakTop. PackpbiBaloTCA 0COGEHHOCTM NONNTNYECKOI
KyNbTYpbl TPaHCOPMALNOHHOIO YKPAUHCKOro 06LLeCTBa, BAUSIOLME HA YCUNEHNE CO-
LMaNbHO-MOANTNYECKON HANPS>KEHHOCTY U MOTUMBALWI0 B OTHOLWEHUM NpUBATU3NPO-
BaHHbIX JOPM Hacuus. PaccmaTpuBaloTCa coluanbHble rpynnbl, KOTOopble npuberawT
K NpMBaTWU3MPOBAHHOMY HACUAWIO U MOAENN KOMMYHWKATUBHOIO NOBeLEHUA, U CTUAN
ynpaBsieHns B KOH(WIMKTHOW 1 NOCTKOHQAUKTHOW cuTyauun. CaenaH BbIBOS, O couunab-
HOIN 06YCNOBNEHHOCT W NPMBATM3MPOBAHHOIO HACUNKSA U LienecoobpasHocTn hopMInpoBa-
HUSA KYNbTYPbl HEHACUUA, TONEPAHTHOCTU U COrnacus B COBPEMEHHbIX YCNOBUSIX.

KntoueBble cnoBa: Hacuave, HeHacunve, (PEHOMEHONOTUA HACWUAMS, COLMaTbHOE Ha-
cuve, NpUBaTU3MPOBAHHOE Hacuve, crpaBesMBoe Hacunme, o6LLecTBo, 06LLeCTBEHHbII
NopASOK.



